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Positioning race at the forefront of social analysis is fraught with complexity – a task 
confronted boldly by Matthew Hughey, the white author of “White Bound: Nationalists, 
Antiracists, and the Shared Meanings of Race”. This provocative monograph challenges the 
taken-for-granted meanings, rules and expectations of whiteness that persist within the 
supposedly polar opposite white nationalist and anti-racist stances, developing a theory of 
white identity within a bifurcated political debate.  
White Bound challenges ideologies of white identity, critically uncovering the 
apparent invisibility of racism and calling into question familiar political dichotomies of 
whiteness. Matthew Hughey spent over a year attending and recording meetings, analyzing 
written documents, and interviewing members of two white organizations on the East Coast 
of the United States. The first was a white nationalist group called “National Equality for 
All” – a group known for their racial definition of the nation-state and preference for limited 
interracial interaction (p.16).  The second is a white antiracist group, “Whites for Racial 
Justice”, whose central tenet is the need to challenge white prejudice. Though Hughey 
clearly separates the immediate political differences of these polarisations, he observes 
similarities in respect to their adherence to an ideal form of white racial identity.  
A good portion of the book maps five implicit similarities or connections between 
white nationalists and white antiracists – two groups never before compared in this way. The 
author admits that in identifying common ground between this dichotomy, the author finds 
himself “between a rock and hard place” (p.236).  Yet Hughey navigates this controversial 
terrain - marginalized ways of being white, white panic, white saviours and segregation, and 
hailing   whiteness – the   anticipation   of   whites  to  be  hailed  as all  knowing   subjects 
of     racial    information.          The   author   demonstrates   how   both   groups   of   whites  
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seek access to “colour capital” and develop interracial credentials to eliminate white debt and 
defend possible accusations of being racist. He provides the claims of his informants to 
support the central thesis that the racist underpinnings of white racial identity formation are 
“robust” and “widespread” (p.194). Taking the unrefined concept of “hegemonic whiteness” 
and making it a testable theory, Hughey invites future scholars to conduct further research to 
evaluate the relative importance, prevalence, and role of the five dimensions in the 
reproduction of white privilege and supremacy (p.193). By examining the similarities and 
differences between seemingly antithetical white groups, the book traces the multifaceted 
meanings of whiteness. What became apparent is how actors make meaning of whiteness 
through the collective reproduction of white identity and, in sum, white privilege and 
supremacy. 
This important work demonstrates the way in which an ideal white identity is 
constitutive of the taken-for-granted daily experiences of even the most ardent supporters of 
white antiracism. Along the way, it shows how beliefs about white racial identity become 
constructed and shared as collective sensibilities of the group, until they become interpreted 
as normal and natural.  
The author positions race squarely at the center to challenge the shared assumptions 
of white supremacist logic on both sides of the debate. The clever thesis blurs the boundaries 
between “good whites” and “bad whites”, rendering the white reader intellectually 
stimulated, but existentially unchanged – White Bound – as the author ponders: “Perhaps we 
have met the enemy, and he [it] is us” (p.193). However, Hughey argues that these bonds are 
soluble. The need to continue to challenge, rather than reproduce, white supremacy – which 
continues to exist in modern times under the guise of a so-called “post racial” or “color-
blind” era – is clear. The unanswered question that remains is: How do we resist the various 
“shades” of white supremacy to pursue counter-hegemonic practices?  
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